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Meanwhile, new power plants and
transmission infrastructure can take
at least 5 to 10 years to build. This cre-
ates, obviously, a significant gap be-
tween the rapid growth of AI and the
slow growth of the power supply needed
to support it.

Our current energy regulatory envi-
ronment is not equipped to bridge this
gap. I know this environment well. I
served 12 years as a State energy regu-
lator.

We need forward-thinking regula-
tions that empower both small
innovators, who depend on the bulk
power system, and larger firms that se-
cure power through long-term agree-
ments.

By ensuring a level energy playing
field, we can position America as the
global leader in AI development, and
we can outpace China.

This leads me to pillar number four:
America, not China, must be the global
leader of AI innovation.

On January 20 of this year, China un-
veiled DeepSeek-R1. It is the most ad-
vanced large language model report-
edly developed with less advanced proc-
essors at a fraction of the cost of U.S.
models. This proves that China is rap-
idly closing the gap, and we can’t af-
ford to fall behind.

The Trump administration recog-
nizes this urgency. That is why, just 3
days after the new Chinese revelation,
on January 23, President Trump signed
Executive Order No. 14179: Removing
Barriers to American Leadership in Ar-
tificial Intelligence.

This order overturned President
Biden’s mandates that had stifled
American investment and innovation
in AI. With this decisive action, we are
reclaiming our competitive edge. It is
time to take the handcuffs off our AI
industry and unleash the full potential
of American ingenuity.

Winning the future of AI requires
bold action, smart energy policy, and a
commitment to American innovation.
That is why I will engage with a broad
range of voices and stakeholders, big
and small, to craft a legislative frame-
work that secures our energy domi-
nance, strengthens our electric grid,
and positions America as the global
leader in AI

For those with ideas on how we can
achieve these goals, my door is always
open. Together, we can power the fu-
ture of AI and assure that America, not
China, leads the way back.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. CLINE).

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman for holding this Special
Order and for her leadership on energy
issues. The House is truly fortunate to
have her as a Member.

Mrs. FEDORCHAK is exactly right. We
have, as our top priority, the need to
restore energy independence for this
country and energy dominance, espe-
cially in regard to our relationship
with nations like China that are push-
ing to lead in AI and other tech-
nologies.
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We are dependent on China for rare
earth minerals that are so important
to powering our grid, powering the
technologies that support AI. That is
why it is great that the Trump admin-
istration is leading on ways in which
we can explore not only in the conti-
nental United States for rare earth
minerals but also talking to other
countries, talking to countries like
Greenland and Ukraine, quite frankly,
making comments about the need to
ensure that the U.S. has the rare earth
mineral supply that it needs to support
the AI initiatives that are happening in
this country. We need to be the leader
in AI globally. If not, we cede it to
China.

We just had a hearing yesterday in
the Judiciary Committee about what
would happen with the censorship-in-
dustrial complex if other nations,
whether it is Europe and their privacy
directive or China through their efforts
in AI, to dictate what can and cannot
be said on the internet.

When it comes to energy, what is
most important is the American con-
sumer, the American citizen. What we
have seen over the last several years is
that American citizens are suffering
under the Green New Deal agenda, the
increasing dependence on other coun-
tries for our energy needs, and the need
to restore that energy independence in
order to target costs, bring down infla-
tion, and actually allow Americans to
be able to afford the important tech-
nologies and appliances and other
things that are critical to daily living.

According to the U.S. Energy Infor-
mation Administration, since 2021, en-
ergy prices under the Biden adminis-
tration outpaced inflation, with con-
sumers seeing an average rise of 10 per-
cent. This is all despite the massive
glut of subsidies that the Biden admin-
istration pushed to prop up Green New
Deal technologies that otherwise
wouldn’t exist without government
handouts.

Thankfully, we have a new President,
a new sheriff in town, one who will
bring online more energy production
and ensure that the days of $5 gas
prices are left behind along with
Biden’s failed legacy.

Moreover, this administration will
prioritize affordability and consumer
choice in appliances, focusing on cut-
ting burdensome red tape, not on regu-
lating your gas stoves or water heaters
at home, which we saw the Biden ad-
ministration seek to regulate in the
waning days of the administration, the
outgoing days of that administration.

Just this week, Energy Secretary
Chris Wright signed his first secre-
tarial order meant to unleash a golden
era of American energy dominance. I
look forward to working with them and
the administration to lend whatever
support and authority is needed from
Congress to achieve tangible results for
the American people.

At the end of the day, that is what it
is all about, is making sure that we de-
liver for the American people and en-
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sure that this great Nation continues
its energy dominance that we had
under the first Trump administration,
that we lost under the failed Biden ad-
ministration, and that we are seeking
to regain under the current Trump ad-
ministration.

I thank the gentlewoman for her
leadership, and I look forward to work-
ing with her on these issues.

Mrs. FEDORCHAK. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Mr. CLINE for taking the time to
participate in the Special Order this
afternoon, especially on a fly-out day
when everyone is heading back to their
districts to be with the citizens they
represent.

Energy dominance and energy inde-
pendence is the foundation for the mas-
sive new agenda that we must move
forward with in America today. It is
the foundation for driving down infla-
tion, for lowering costs of everything
from housing to utilities to rent to gro-
ceries and gas. The cost of power is
baked into everything we buy. It is the
foundation for powering economic
growth. It is the foundation for becom-
ing AI dominant, and it is clearly the
foundation for national security.

I thank everyone who participated in
this Special Order this afternoon, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

———

GREATEST LIVING THREAT TO
OUR REPUBLIC

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BRESNAHAN). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2025, the
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. GREEN) for 30 minutes.

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
and still I rise, a proud, liberated Dem-
ocrat, unbought, unbossed, and
unafraid. I rise, Mr. Speaker, today, in
the name of liberty and justice for all,
in the name of government of the peo-
ple, by the people, for the people. I rise
to remind us of the words of Ben
Franklin. He reminded us that we have
a republic if we can keep it.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to warn all
of the greatest living threat to our Re-
public. I rise to explain how we must
deter this threat or we must remove it.
I rise to explain how the consequences
of doing nothing can be harmful to all
that we hold dear.

Mr. Speaker, our greatest living
threat is a President who defies court
orders. Our greatest living threat is a
President who defies court orders. One
can but only imagine what America
would be like today if President Eisen-
hower had defied the order of the court
in Brown v. Board of Education.

It was Brown v. Board of Education
that desegregated society to the extent
that it is, that integrated it to the ex-
tent that it is, that probably has given
me a means by which I can stand here
in the House of Representatives.

Brown v. Board of Education was a
seminal moment in time. It was a mo-
ment in time which has changed time
from the point of its announcements to
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this very day. Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation has made a difference in my life
and in the lives of many others.

I am so grateful that President Ei-
senhower—who was reluctant, who was
not a fan of Brown v. Board of Edu-
cation, who didn’t really want to deal
with the great racial issues of his time.
I am glad that he did not defy the
court. There are things that he could
have done to prevent Brown from being
fully realized. Quite frankly, it has not
been fully realized to this day.

A President who defies court orders
is the greatest threat to American de-
mocracy because that President has
the ability to not only defy court or-
ders but in so doing to become the final
arbiter of what the law is. That Presi-
dent assumes an inordinate amount of
power.

That President will destroy what we
know as the three branches of govern-
ment, because that President will no
longer recognize the judiciary and
what the judiciary has been allowed to
do since Marbury v. Madison. That
President, Mr. Speaker, will become a
person who is not only above the law,
but that President will become the law,
if we allow a President to defy court
orders.

What we must do to prevent this? We
can prevent a President from defying
court orders with impeachment, im-
peachment in two senses of the word.

One, it can act as a deterrent. The
other is it can act as a means of re-
moval. If a President defies a court
order, we can remove him, but let’s not
go there just now. Let’s talk about de-
terrence.

I learned from the last time I en-
gaged in this impeachment process of
the value of deterrence, impeachment
as a deterrent.

Here is how it works. If a President
believes that he will be impeached for
defying a court order, because he will
in effect become the law of the land, we
will no longer be a land where laws
govern but a land where a man governs
or a woman governs, a person governs.

We are a land of laws, and we want to
remain such. If a President defies a
court order and if he knows this, that
we can deter him or we can impeach
him, he can opt to take advantage of
the warning of deterrence. This is what
I learned.

This President or any President can
be deterred if the President believes
that impeachment is a remedy. If the
President does not believe that im-
peachment is a remedy, then he can go
on and defy the court’s orders.

If he believes that impeachment is
there as a possible remedy, then he will
not.
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I say it can be a deterrence. I say it
can be a deterrence if the President be-
lieves that we will impeach. I believe
that if a President knows that we will
impeach, then he may back off, and he
may back down.

I believe that this President knows
that I will bring Articles of Impeach-
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ment against him. He knows that I
have no fear of him as many others do.

I believe he understands that those
who fear him will cower. They are pu-
sillanimous. I am not a pusillanimous
politician. I will not kneel; I will not
bend; and I will not break. I will stand
for liberty and justice for all.

Mr. President, you know that if you
cross the line and if you defy court or-
ders, then there is one Member of Con-
gress who has pledged to bring Articles
of Impeachment against you.

Let that deter you, Mr. President.
Don’t go forward, Mr. President. Don’t
believe what the Vice President is tell-
ing you about defiance of court orders.
Don’t believe those around you who are
trying to convince you that you can do
this with impunity.

Mr. President, you have been made
immune to some laws, but you are not
immune to impeachment. Impeach-
ment is the final straw that can break
the back of the camel who happens to
decide that he is going to continue
with his ruthless, reckless orders and
defy even the courts of this country.

No President—mo President—should
ever defy court orders because, at that
point, that President becomes a dic-
tator. We in this country have decided
that we have a republic, and we want
to keep it. If we are going to keep this
Republic, then we must use impeach-
ment as a deterrence, which means
that this President has to know that it
is there for him and that we will use it
against him, impeachment as a deter-
rence.

Now, let’s move to impeachment as a
form of removal. If a President defies a
court order or court orders, then that
President has committed an impeach-
able act. It is an impeachable act to
defy your oath of office to execute the
laws, to honor the laws of the United
States, and to protect the Constitu-
tion. You are charged with the respon-
sibility of defending the Constitution.

If you do this, Mr. President, then
you will now have committed an im-
peachable act. The question is not
whether you will be impeached by way
of a resolution being presented and not
whether a resolution will be presented
because you know that I am going to
present that resolution. I am telling
you now that I will present the resolu-
tion.

If you defy court orders, then I will
present resolutions to impeach you. I
will present the resolution.

Now, the question is: Will the Con-
gress act? What will the Congress do? 1
believe that even some of the most con-
servative Members of Congress will
recognize that we don’t want a dicta-
torship and that if we don’t act, then
we will have a dictatorship. The con-
sequences of our inaction and the con-
sequences of our failure to impeach and
convict would be a dictatorship.

I don’t believe that the Congress of
the United States of America and I
don’t believe that the Senate of the
United States of America will stand by
and watch a dictatorship develop while
they are in office.
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This is our watch. I don’t believe
that, on our watch, we have such per-
sons who are going to simply stand by.
There may be some, but I believe there
will be enough to impeach, and I be-
lieve there will be enough to convict.
That is because no one in this country,
I believe, wants a dictatorship. If there
are some who want it, then you don’t
know what you are asking for.

Mr. Speaker, this is an alarm. I am
warning our country. I want you to
know that we are this close to a dicta-
torship because we have a President
who is seriously considering, it seems,
disobeying court orders.

That is the line. That is the line in
the dirt. That is the Rubicon. If you
cross this line in the dirt, you will have
moved into the area of impeachment,
and I assure you, Articles of Impeach-
ment will be brought against you.

Mr. President, you are a Goliath. You
have been made to be above the law in
certain cases. You are a Goliath. There
is nothing on the planet like you, it
seems, because you happen to be armed
with the nuclear weapons that are ca-
pable of changing life on Earth as we
know it or obliterating all life on
Earth. You are armed with the mighti-
est Army.

You are armed, Mr. President, and
you are dangerous if you decide you are
going to move forward and deny court
orders. You are a Goliath, but I will let
you know now, Mr. President, that
there are Davids among us. There are
Davids, Mr. President. There are 435
Davids.

The question is, will these Davids use
their slings to bring you down with im-
peachment?

That is the only question. I believe
the Davids among us will do this. I be-
lieve that there is a majority on a
given day when impeachment is
brought who will vote to impeach.
These are the Davids that will save
this country. They will preserve the
Republic. They will continue to have
the justice that we understand we
should have through the courts. They
are the persons who are on watch, and
they understand that this is their
watch, Mr. Speaker.

I would pray that the President
would not move forward. I would pray
that he will back down from his notion
of defying court orders. I also know
that if he does, the Davids of the Con-
gress of the United States of America
will bring him down.

Mr. Speaker, I am one of those Da-
vids.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President and to direct their remarks
to the Chair and not to a perceived
viewing audience.

————
ADJOURNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 13 of rule I, the House
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